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want to highlight their support for
education, schools that way, let them
do it. There can be a thousand ways to
show your support for education and,
in this process, send a message to both
the Republicans and the Democrats
that education is important.

And finally it makes sense in the
context of everything I have said be-
fore. Education, minimum wage, all
that has to play a role if you want to
move people from welfare to suffi-
ciency in a humane way.
f

OMISSION FROM THE RECORD

The following is a reprint of remarks
in their entirety, both printed and
omitted from the RECORD of Thursday,
July 11, 1996, at page H7447:

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, to close for our side, I yield
my remaining time to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. STUDDS], my
friend and colleague.

(Mr. STUDDS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Chairman, some-
body may wonder why I or my col-
league from Massachusetts, Mr. FRANK,
have not taken greater personal um-
brage at some of the remarks here. I
was thinking a moment ago that there
might even be grounds to request that
someone’s words be taken down be-
cause my relationship, that of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts and, I sus-
pect, others in the House, was referred
to, among other things, I believe, as
perverse. Surely if we had used those
terms in talking about anyone else
around here, we would have been sat
down in one heck of a hurry.

I am not taking this personally, be-
cause I happen to be able, I hope, to
put this in some context. I would ask
those, anyone listening to this debate
this hour of the morning, to listen
carefully to the quality and the tone of
the words over here and the quality of
the tone of the words over here. I
would also ask people to wonder how in
God’s name could a question like this
be divided along partisan lines. There
is nothing inherently partisan that I
know of about sexual orientation. I do
not believe that there is some kind of
a misdivision of this question between
the aisles, and yet there is a strange
imbalance here in the debate and the
tone and quality of the debate.

I want to salute some of the folks
who have spoken over here, the distin-
guished gentleman from Georgia. We
have talked about this before. I
marched, although he did not know it
at the time, with him in 1963 in the
city with Dr. King. I was about as far
from Dr. King as I am from the gen-
tleman from Georgia when he delivered
that extraordinary speech.

Two years later I marched, although
the gentleman did not know it, behind
him from Selma to Montgomery. A few
years after that, when it was the first
march for gay and lesbian rights in
Washington in 1979, I was a Member of

Congress too damn frightened to march
for my own civil rights. Actually, I
changed my jogging path so that I
could come within view of the march. I
thought that was very brave of me at
the time.

But what I know is, because I had
heard people like the gentleman from
Georgia and because I am of the gen-
eration, and there were many, who
were inspired by Dr. King is that this
is, as someone has said, the last unfin-
ished chapter in the history of civil
rights in this country, and I know how
it is going to come out. I do not know
if I am going to live to see the ending,
but I know what the ending is going to
be. There is, as the gentleman said be-
fore me change, there has always been
change.

As I observed earlier, the men who
wrote the Constitution, to which we all
swear our oath here, many of them
owned slaves. Slavery was referred to
specifically in the Constitution. People
of color were property when this coun-
try was founded.
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Women could not own property.
There could not be marriage between
the races. Many things change over
time, Mr. Chairman, this, too, is going
to change.

I would like to pay tribute, special
personal tribute to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. LEWIS], to Dr. King, to all
those of both parties and no parties.
There was nothing partisan about that
movement; there is and ought never to
be anything partisan about this, the
final chapter in the history of the civil
rights of this country.

I wish I could remember, I used to
know the entirety of that ‘‘I Have a
Dream’’ speech, but we will rise up and
live out the full meaning of our Cre-
ator. It may not be this year and it cer-
tainly will not be this Congress, but it
will happen. As I said earlier, we can
embrace that change and welcome it,
or we can resist it, but there is nothing
on God’s Earth that we can do to stop
it.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STUDDS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my friend for yield-
ing to me.

We are in a great debate. I would
hope that people reading the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, watching this debate,
would compare the tone, the sensitiv-
ity, and the reaching out of my friend’s
words, and then read the earlier words
of the gentleman from Oklahoma, the
words which were denunciatory and
denigratory of the gentleman from
Massachusetts and myself, and I would
hope that people would compare the
spirit of the approach, compare the at-
titude toward others, compare the way
in which things are debated.

I would say, as someone who has been
included in this denunciatory rhetoric,
that I would be very satisfied to have

people in forming their judgment listen
to the words uttered by the gentleman
from Oklahoma, and listen to the
words of my friend, the gentleman
from Massachusetts. I think we are
helping people form a basis.

This notion that a loving relation-
ship between two people of the same
sex threatens relationships between
two people of the opposite sex, that is
what denigrates heterosexual mar-
riage. The argument that we have deni-
grated marriage or the institution of
marriage or any other formulation
says that two people loving each other
somehow threatens heterosexual mar-
riage. That is what denigrates hetero-
sexual marriage. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.
f

OMISSION FROM THE RECORD

SAFE DRINKING WATER ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 1995

[The following is a reprint of the RECORD of
July 17, 1996, at page H7740, at which time
the text of H.R. 3604 was not printed.]

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. BLILEY

Mr. BLILEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion.

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. BLILEY moves to strike all after the

enacting clause of S. 1316 and insert in lieu
thereof the text of H.R. 3604 as passed by the
House, as follows:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON-

TENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments
of 1996’’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—
Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents.
Sec. 2. References; effective date; dis-

claimer.
TITLE I—PUBLIC WATER SYSTEMS
Subtitle A—Promulgation of National
Primary Drinking Water Regulations

Sec. 101. Selection of additional contami-
nants.

Sec. 102. Disinfectants and disinfection by-
products.

Sec. 103. Limited alternative to filtration.
Sec. 104. Standard-setting.
Sec. 105. Ground water disinfection.
Sec. 106. Effective date for regulations.
Sec. 107. Risk assessment, management, and

communication.
Sec. 108. Radon, arsenic, and sulfate.
Sec. 109. Urgent threats to public health.
Sec. 110. Recycling of filter backwash.
Sec. 111. Treatment technologies for small

systems.
Subtitle B—State Primary Enforcement
Responsibility for Public Water Systems

Sec. 121. State primacy.
Subtitle C—Notification and Enforcement

Sec. 131. Public notification.
Sec. 132. Enforcement.
Sec. 133. Judicial review

Subtitle D—Exemptions and Variances
Sec. 141. Exemptions.
Sec. 142. Variances.

Subtitle E—Lead Plumbing and Pipes
Sec. 151. Lead plumbing and pipes.

Subtitle F—Capacity Development
Sec. 161. Capacity development.

TITLE II—AMENDMENTS TO PART C
Sec. 201. Source water quality assessment.
Sec. 202. Federal facilities.
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